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The Society transacts 
ALL CLASSES of INSURANCE 


. except Marine .°. 





LIFE FIRE 
ACCIDENT FIDELITY 
MOTOR 
BURGLARY 
THIRD PARTY 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
LIFT GLASS 


LOANS The Society makes advances on Life Interests, 

Reversions, and other classes of security. 
ESTATE Assurances are granted at low rates for the 
provision of Estate Duties, and portions for 


DUTIES younger children. 





Educational Endowments 
Partnership Assurances 


Fail particalars of any or all of 
the above will be sent on request. 


Legal & General Assurance Socy. Ltd. 


10, Fleet Street, London, E.C. 4. 
Established 1836. Assets £13,000,000 
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LeGaL News... 


Current Topics, 


The Law Society’s Liverpool Meeting. 

THE MEETING of the Law Society opened at Liverpool this 
week, and the President delivered, on Tuesday, an address of 
the greatest professional and public interest This is the 
thirty-eighth provincial meeting of the Law Society It. is 
the first since pre-war days. It meets in a new world, when 
reconstruction is in the air Hence its enormous importance 
cannot be overrated. It cannot. be denied, or even doubted, 
that nowadays solicitors are taking that place in public notice 
as the guardians of our legal interests which formerly was 
conceded to the Bar. To-day, for some reason or other, the 
Bar leaves all its functions to the Bar Council. There is a 
perfunctory annual general meeting, which merely adopts re- 
ports, and lasts ten or fifteen minutes. Sometimes a bold 
member brings up a hardy annual motion for reform, Then 
enough ordinary members of the Bar are whipped up to vote 
him down ; usually no one even discusses his project. But the 
Law Society manages things differently. The annual meetings 
are like a lega! meeting of the British Association. The 
address of the President is an event in each legal year. The 
papers read are serious contributions to the great questions of 


the day 


The President's Address. 

On THIS occasion the President, Mr. Cuartes Henry 
Morton, read a most comprehensive address. He dealt: first 
with the Public Trustee and the whole question of Corporate 
Trustees. Then he raised the vitally important question, in 
our new and impatient democracy, 6f litigation amongst the 
poor. ‘‘ Poor Persons’ Rules ’’ was the subject of his remarks 
anent this fascinating but thorny problem Solicitors’ re 
muneration, too, commanded his attention Legal procedure 
was also discussed. Mr. Morton himself sits on the Supreme 
Rule Committee as representative of the provincial solicitors. 
The Law of Property Bill he naturally discussed at length 
Nationalisation and Bureaucracy came in for severe animad 
version. The President concluded a statemanlike address by 
quoting once more Tennyson's hackneyed but magnificent 
lines 

‘* A land of settled government, 
A land of old and just renown, 
Where Freedom slowly broadens down 
From precedent to precedent.’ 


The Scope of the Address. 

WE CANNOT discuss at the fag end of an annual volume of the 
Sottcirors’ Journat the full details of the President's address 
and the many interesting problems on which it touched. The 
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question of the ‘‘ Corporate Trustee '’ and of ‘‘ Land Regis- 
tration,’’ in particular, must be reserved for fuller treatment 
in our next issue, when we hope to publish the more imme- 
diately interesting papers, or some of them. But the wide 
scope of the address calls for brief notice here. It shews how 
the present-day solicitor is keenly interested in all branches of 
national life, and comes into contact with all the great political 
and social issues of the day. The burning problems of bureau- 
cracy and nationalisation, indeed, are of especial interest to 
solicitors, who are, in a sense, the guardians of the liberty of 
the subject. For the private person, in his strife with official 
dom, relies on. the lawyer to advise and assist him, and act 
In England, happily, lawyers have always 
been ready and willing to fearlessly champion the liberty of 
the subject, and the interest. of their client, against the most 
the Tupors in their 
despotism, not Strarrorp in his pride, not James II. in his 
bigotry, not all of those and their occasional servile tools on 
the bench and in law-offices could quench the spirit of the 
barristers and solicitors who unhesitatingly accepted a bref 
for John Bull against the State 
awful times so it is to-day 


as his champion 


powerful of public departments Not 


And as it was in those more 


Petitions of Right. 

One or the most interesting of Mr. Morton’s points related 
to the troubles that affect. the subject who wishes to sue the 
Crown in its public capacity. He pointed out the obstacles 
The position is, indeed, extremely 
A person has to proceed by Petition of Right 
after having first obtained the fiat of the Attorney-General. 
Assuming that the Court conceded the prayer of the 
petitioner, the suppliant is still at a great disadvantage, for 
the Crown may fix the place of trial wherever it likes. In 
the days of the PLataGenets public opinion (such as it was) 
might have thought it too much of an anomaly for the King 
to be appearing as defendant in his own Court to protect his 
own purse and particular revenues ; 


in the way of such suits, 
unsatisfactory 


but in these days, when 
the claim was in fact not against the Sovereign in person, but 
against a department of the Government which had acted 
through an official, and when compensation for the alleged 
wrong would be paid, not out of the King’s Privy Purse, but 
out of the National Exchequer, nothing could be urged in 
favour of the present procedure, which operated frequently 
as a flat denial of justice. Disputes between Crown and sub 


ject as to death duties, for instance, should be dealt with by 


the Chancery Division. The present procedure in such cases 
The 
subject also ought to have the legal right to a simple method 
of determining 


operated as an oppressive exercise of the prerogative 
claim made against him for taxes 
or duties was right or wrong —whether, for example, a duty 
attached to a certain property, and, if so, at what rate. The 
existence of the prerogative prevented such a pro- 
cedure 


whether a 


Crown 


The Training of a Solicitor. 


AN EXCEEDING interesting and earnest paper on ‘‘ Educa- 


tion for the Solicitor’s Profession ’’ was read by Sir NormMan 


Hitt. Like the President, he dwelt on ‘‘ the steady growth 
of State control over the freedom of the individual citizen,’’ 


but, apparently accepting it as inevitable, he pointed out that 
more numerous Acts of Parliament, rules, and regulations 
made the life of the citizen so complicated that. lawyers who 
came to his assistance had need of a revised system of training. 
He said that it was for the lawyers to protect citizens against 
the abuse of such powers as Parliament conferred on the 
Departments of State 
which would 


He pleaded for a course of education 
be based on an understanding of fundamental 
principles and of the manner in which business was conducted, 
in all the branches of commercial law especially. Because of 
the enormous growth of the nation’s international commerce, 
he added, the 


nation was being brought in an increasing 


degree into immediate touch with the law and with the busi- 
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ness practices of other peoples. A better knowledge of the 
practical application of the law might be gained under an 
improved system of education. 


The Burden of Heavy Rating. 

WE are all at the moment the victims of the latest raid on 
our pockets by the rating authorities, but few people have a 
remedy to propose. It is easy to grumble; but higher wages 
and improved education must be paid for—and it is the rate 
payer who has to pay. An exceedingly interesting paper on 
this guestio verata was read by Mr. H. H. Brown, of Chester. 
He calls it ‘‘ Rating for National Services.’’ He pointed out 
that the present system of paying for national services, partly 
out of the rates and partly out of taxes, obscured national 
expenditure and thus tended to extravagance. Heavy taxa- 
tion, he said, was a lesser evil than heavy rating. In recent 
times the House of Commons had developed a habit of im- 
posing on local authorities the burden of their expenditure 
incidental to every State responsibility which it called upon 


them to undertake. The Education Act, 1918, was an 
example. In that case, whereas the rates contributed 
£14,860,000 to the cost of education in 1914-15, they 


contributed £31,716.717 in 1920-21, and if the total annual 
cost of education was to be, as The Times Educational Supple- 
ment of 29th July announced £120,000,000 when the Act was 
fully in operation, it might be anticipated that at least 
£60,000,000 would be charged annually on the rates. His 
contention was that national services, such as the poor 
relief, police seryices, public health, and education shoild 
be paid for wholly eut of money raised by taxation, as dis- 
tinguished from rating. Local authorities should bestir them- 
selves. 


Other Interesting Papers. 

THESE ARE a few of the interesting matters which were the 
subject of papers read at the society’s meeting. Other in- 
teresting papers were read and speeches made. Mr. J. L. 
WILLIAMS advocates an extension of the system of the re 
muneration of solicitors by an ad valorem scale. Mr. Jonn 
Barton read a paper condemning procedure by Petition of 
Right, and arguing that the Law Society should attempt to 
secure its reformation. Mr. James DonaLp read a paper on 
the “‘Simplification of Litigation,’’ in which it made the 
revolutionary proposal that court fees should be abolished. An 
interesting and instructive meeting ! 








The Statutory Tenancy Under the 


Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
V.—ENFORCEMENT OF THE STATUTORY TENANCY. 
We have now summarised and commented briefly on all those 
provisions of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
Restriction Act which are concerned with .the relationship 
of landlord and tenant. Those portions which deal with the 
interest. on mortgages are outside the scope of this series of 
articles. We must draw our survey to a conclusion by a briet 
ditcussion of the various methods which the statute has pro- 
vided to secure its own enforcement. 

Those methods are of three kinds. In the first place, cer- 
tain provisions exist for the purpose of governing and guarding 
against indirect evasion of the statute. In the second place, 
the statute creates certain new offences and imposes certain 
new penalties. And in the third place, it gives added juris- 
diction to the county court for the purpose of settling rent 
restriction cases. No elaborate comment, we hope, will he 
necessary in dealing with what are plain matters straightfor- 
wardly provided for in the sections of the Act itself. 

T.—The Prevention of Evasion. 

The statute has evidently been framed with care to meet 

possible cases of evasion suggested by experiences of the 
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earlier Acts. The principal matters dealt with are the follow- 
ing:— 

(a) Suppose a landlord has formerly done repairs, but now 
requires the tenant to do them. This in practice is equivalent 
to raising the rent. In the case of smali and ancient slum- 

dwellings, where the repairs sometimes absorb from quarter 
to half of the rent, this would be a serious indirect. addition to 
the rent, especially as repairs now cost three times their pre 
vious price, The statute, however, prevents abuse of chis kind 
In such cases it treats the doing of repairs by the tenant as 
equivalent to an increase of rent, so that the total increase 
allowed in this way cannot exceed the permitted figure of 40 
per cent. (section 2 (3)) 

(4) Again, under the earlier Acts it was the practice of 
landlords to demand a fine or premium in cash or othervrise as 
a condition of granting or continuing a tenancy. This is now 
prohibited (sections 14 and 19). The tenant. can recover the 
sum so paid by a suit, or can deduct it from his next pay- 
ment of rent. In addition, the landlord is liable to summary 
penalties. 

If this provision stood alone it would prevent all premiums 
or retiewals of leases where the premises are within the 
statutory limits as regards description and value, but the Act 
expressly allows premiums on renewal or grant of fourteen 
years’ lease, and those of longer continuance 

(c) The tenant used to obtain a profit, known as “ key 
money,’’ by refusing to give up possession to a proposed new 
tenant unless he received a payment from the latter. This 
was often defended as compensation for removal expenses 
but. where the tenant removed for his own purposes, as was 
always the case, there is no reason why he should not bear his 
own expenses of removing. The Act now forbids such profits, 
and makes their exaction by the tenant a summary offence 
(section 15 (2) ). 

But this, of statutory tenant free to 
bargain with the landlord himself as to the terms on which he 
will forego possession. He 


course, leaves a 


may exact from the landlord 
right. This seems wrong in principle, since the only justifica 
tion for interference with-the latidlord’s right.is the necessity 
of the tenant 
commodity which places him for the present at the landlord’s 
mercy, and so 
tenant who wishes to leave does not require such protection, 
and therefore ought not to be allowed to exact from the land 
lord a payment 
quire it. 

It is not. clear how far a tenant under statutory protection 
is forbidden by this provision to assign his tenancy in return 
for a payment, 
assignment. is not covenant. Clearly the 
assignee of an unexpired term is at liberty to assign for a 
consideration, since "nti! the expiry of his term he is not yet 
getting the benefit of a statutory tenancy, 
offence created by section 15 (2) only exists in the case of the 
assignment of a statutory tenant-right, not of a common law 
pre-statutory term. 

(7d) Tenants used to have a difficulty in ascertaining the 
standard rent. They can now demand from the landlord a 
statement as to this rent, and failure without reasonable excuse 
to furnish a statement is a summary offence (section 11). Of 
course, the ‘‘ standard rent ’’ means the rent so defined in the 
Act—/.e¢., usually the rent payable on 3rd August, 1914, or 
where the premises were not then let, the rent payable at the 
first subsequent letting. The present rent will usually be a 
higher figure. including the permitted statutory increases 
The tenant is entitled, of course, to a statement of the 
“ standard,’’ andl not the present, rent. 


v.e., his urgent requirement of a monopolized 


renders necessary statutory protection. A 
: a 


based on the assumption that be does re 


Of course, we refer only to cases in which 
forbidden by a 


and presumably the 


It has been pointed out before in these articles that the only 
person who can demand this statutory statement of 
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wishes to let the property, although the latter is himself bound 
to furnish his tenant with such a statement. In such a case 
the latter might have to plead his ignorance as a ‘‘ reasonable 
excuse '’ for non-compliance with the tenant’s demand for a 
statement ; but presumably he could only do so if he had tried 
unsuccessfully to obtain disclosure from his vendor. In fact, 
failure to make disclosure one of the conditions of purchase 
might invalidate his defence of ‘‘ reasonable excuse ’’: the 
Court. might. consider it negligence of a purchaser not to make 
the nece sary inquires, and hold his ignorance ‘‘ unreason- 
able.’’ 
I] The Statu 
The following are the 


offences ( reated by the statute 
(4) Requiring any 


tory Offences 


principal cases of new summary 
payment ’’ or ‘‘ any consideration 
by way of payment of premiumson the grant or renewal of a 
statutory tenancy (section 8 (2)) offeace Fine 
not exceeding £100 

(4) Requiring 


Summary 


‘ key-money from an incoming tenant 
when the demand is made by an outgoing tenant (section 15 
(2)) £100 

(«) Excessive charges for furnished lettings of houses which 
Fine 


This provision only applies to dwelling 


Summary offence: Fine not exceeding 


are within the statute (section 10). Summary offence 
not exceeding £100 
and not to busine 


houses, + premises 


(7) Non compliance within fourteen days, without reason 
able excuse, with the tenant’s demand for a statement of the 
standard rent (section 11). Summary offence: Fine net ex 
ceeding £10 

(c) Delivery of a statement as to standard rent false in any 


material particular (section 11) Summary offence: Fine not 
exceeding £10 
It] Jurisdiction 
Theré is not much that we need say here upon this point 
We need only note 
(a) The county court is 


given jurisdiction to deal with all 


claims arising out of the Act, notwithstanding other limits 
to its jurisdiction (section 17 (1)) 

(4) A person who takes in the High Court 
which the statute renders possible in the county court 1s not 
entitled to recover any costes (shidem) 


pore <4 edings 


1 


(«) Appeal lies to the 
those in which the decision of a judge is declared to be final 
(Cf. The Delano, 1895, P. 40.) 
statute declares the 


Divisional Court in all cases except 


(7) In two cases the decision of the 
county court judge to be final, namely 
Firstly, “ Any question arising under sub-sections (1) (2) 
(3) ’ of section 2 must bé finally determined by the county 
court (section 2 (3)). These sub-sections refer respectively to 
(i.) The quantum of permitted increases in rent 
(ii.) The execution of repairs by the landlord when such is 
a condition precedent to increas: of rent 


(iii.) The value of transferred from landlord to 
tenant, and therefore 


increase of rent 


repairs 


treated as equivalent to a statutory 


rent or rateable value as 


statutory 


Secondly, Apportionment of 
various sub-tenants of a 
must be finally determined by the 
(section 12 (3)) 

(ec) The Lord Chancellor 
rules and issue special directions as to procedure in the case of 
the Renti Restriction Act 

(Concluded ) 


bet ween dwelling-house 


county court judge 


1s empowered to make special 





It has been decided to appoint a Joint Conciliation Board for the 
London district law clerks, and at a meeting of the London Law ( lerks 
Union at Lincoln's Inn the constitution of the Board was approved 
The meeting instructed the Council to press for the appointment of an 
independent chairman, who, the Law So: iety stipulated, should be a 





“standard ’’ rent is the tenant. A purchaser who wishes to 


live on the premises cannot do so. Still less can one who 


retired solicitor There will be a panel of ten representatives on each 


side of the Board 
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New Orders, &c. 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
\MENDMENT ORDER 





him by the Ministry of 
powers enabling 
ers that, except under the 


you a letter a propos of the proposed grant 





Every retail 
is to his stocks of flounand dealings 








in flour and bread on the official forms Q. 1 and Q. 2 in accordance wit! 
the instructions on the forms or any other instructions issued by o: 
inder the authority of the Food Controller, and shall make such furthe: 
returns and give such other information as may be required by or under 
the authority of the Food Controller 

3. In lreland the returns shall be made and information given to tl 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland 

1. Every person to whom this Order applies shall permit any pers: 

thorized in that behalf by the Food Controller or a Divisional Food 
Commissioner, or in Scotland by the Food Commissioner, or if Treland 
by the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Lre 
land. to inspect at any time all his stocks of flour and bread and al! 
books of account and other documents relating to his dealings in flour 
ur d bread 


Failure to make 


a return or to give information or the making of 
i» false return or giving of false information is a summary offence under 
the Ministry of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920 

6 This Order may be cited as The Flowr and Bread (Returns) No 
Order. 1920 


9th September 





Legal News. 


General. 


\ daring robbery was committed in Dublin, on Tuesday, by five 
ung men armed with revolvers. The men, who wore overcoats 
ilked up to the South Richmond-street branch of the Provincial Bank 
nd whi two of them took up positions as sentries at the door, the 





hers entered the bank and, presenting revolvers, held up the staff 
7 vere in the office at the time. One of the men next 
ut the telephone wires, while another seized a cash-box and stuffed the 
ontents into his coat pockets. It is estimated that a sum of £800 was 
taken The men then left the bank, first telling the staff not to stir 
und on reaching the street they went away in different 


ind three people vho 


before midday 


directions. For the second time within a fortnight the military in 
Dublin seized the mails to-day, and all the bags were carried to Dublin 
Castle, where the letters were examined. While the mails in the pro- 
vinces were being sorted at the Rotunda Rink the soldiers arrived in 
motor lorries, took possession of them, and carried them away. Earlier 


in the morning other soldiers drove down to Kingstown, and when the 
mail steamer (later arrived, all the bags, except most for the Great 
Northern and Midland Great Western Railways, were taken to Dublin 
for examination 

A notice is given in the London Gazette that after the expiration of 
forty daya it is proposed to make an Order in Council, under the Aliens 
Restriction Acts, amending the Aliens Order, 1920 

Nearly 300 doctors of both sexes, including about fifty Harley-street 
specialists, and a number of members of Parliament, business men, 
trade unionists, London mayors and mayoresses, and clergy attended a 
necial matinée of “The Right to Strike ’’ at the Garrick Theatre by 
invitation of the Daily Mirror. So great was fhe demand for seats that 
the gallery and the pit cont 1ined almost as many well-known doctors as 
the stalls. The audience, like that on the first night, was very demon 
strative. During the performance ballot papers bearing the question, 

Are doctors justified in starting a reprisal strike? ’’ were distributed 
The result of the voting showed a majority of nearly 


164 per cent. in favour of the doctors having a reprisal strike. 


At, Mar!lborough-street Police Court, Frederick Hauliback, thirty-four, 

ing in Hampstead-road, was remanded on a charge of having been 
in the unlawful possession of two packets of cocaine. Detective Bown, 
( Division, said that about half-past nine on Monday night he saw the 
prisoner in a public-house at the corner of Jermyn-street with a woman 
He handed her something and received money. Shortly before 10 
o'clock the woman spoke to another man. She agked him to lend her 

vhich she received and gave to the prisoner, who offered her a 
varette and a small packet. ‘The prisoner then left the bar and he 
told the woman that she must give him the two packets and follow 
him. When charged at Vine-street Police Station the prisoner said, 

You will have to prove it Later he gave his name and address 
and added I was down and out, and had to do it or starve.” 


to the audience 


appears to be some misunderstanding with regard to the 
importation of hops, it is officially stated that hops may not be im 
norted into the United Kingdom unless with a permit issued by ot 
under the authorty of the Food Controller. This regulation is imposed 
vith a view to assisting the industry of hop-growing in the United 
Kingdom to recover from the injury w hich it suffered during the war 


As there 


lhe following letters have appeared in the Times: 
Pay or THe Po.ice.—Sir, The Mayor of Plymouth has written to 
f a non-pensionable bonus 
which he complains of the composition of the Com 
mittee set up by the Home Secretary to advise him on this question 
His remarks are, I am sure quite unjntentionally, inaccurate and mis 
leading, and as chairman of the committee I venture to ask you to 
llow me to correct them. The Mayor's main complaint is that the 
bonus scheme was recommended by a committee ‘‘ on which the repre 
sentation of tax and rate payers is so curtailed as to prove ineffective 

and that the committee was one in which the balance of voting power 


to the police un 


was always in favour of the police 


It is true that, apart from the 
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chairman, who had no vote, there were six representatives of the police 
> mmittee ; but this small 


as against five of the police authorities on the « 
disparity in numbers was quite immaterial] and 
authorities’ representatiy A era outvoted arose 
(1) It is specifically provided in the warrant of 
printed with the committee's report) that any 
mittee, in order to be carried, must secure a 

both (a) the representatives of police authorities 
tives of police forces 2) The members of the 


the representatives of the police authorities, were 


recommendations except that, on one point whi 
county forces, one member of the committee ay 


ai 


the report. In all essentials the committee was 


ice service Phere is 


adapted to the special circumstances of the px 
similar answer to the Mayor's complaint with re 


of the Police Council : but I will not take up your space with it, as 
all the council did in the matter of the grant of a bonus was to 
mend to the Home Secretary the appointn and constitution 
committee to go into the whole question and on this the mined vas 
unanimous.—Yours faithfully, A. L. Dixor Home Office, Whiteha 
S.W. 1 4th October 

Tue Law Soctery.—Sir,—In addition to the subjects to whi ’ 
have referred in your interesting leading article in the Times of 4tl 
October, may I be allowed to suggest that the Law Society should, a 
their present meeting, consider the qugstion as to the best way ot pre 
venting perjury in the Divorce Court ‘ The solicitors are well qualified 
to deal with this important matter.— Your obedient servant Senex 
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A votive mass of the Holy (rhost (the Red Mass vill be held at 
Westminster Cathedral on the occasion of the 
Courts of Justice on Tuesday, 12th October, 19% 


Eminence the Cardinal Archbishop will assist 
counsel’s disposal at the cathedral 


reopening of the Royal! 


A robing-room will be 


| 


juestion of the police 
‘ uld arise be aus 
} 


h affects only 
ended a reservatior 


a Whitley Cou 


ard to the constitut 





0. at 11.30 m His 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr. Justice Mr Justhe 
. Rota, No. 1. EVE. SARGANT 
Tuesday Oct. 12 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr, Goldschmidt 
Wednesday . 13 Borrer Leach Goldschmi .1 Borrer 
Thursday .... 14 Bloxam Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Di acesesse ae Synge Korrer Bloxam Synge 
Saturday .... 16 Jolly * Bloxam Synge Joliy 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, Mr. Justice 
. ASTBURY PETERSON, LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Tuesday (Oct. 12 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly 
Wednesday.... 13 Bloxam. Svnge Jolly Church 
Thursday .... 14 Synge Jolly Church Leach 
Friday ........ 15 Jolly Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Saturday .... 16 Charch Leach Goldschmi it Borrer 


MICHAELMAS SITTINGS 





Tuesday, 1°th October,—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Interlocu Except when 


Wednesday, 18th October—Finai Appeals 
from the Chancéry Division will be 


taken and continued unti! further Cuancery Cover V. 
notice. 
Mr. J ‘es RUSSELL, 
In Aprrat Cover No. I. . oe ee 
londays .. Chamber summonses 

Tuesday, 12th October.—Exparte Applica- Applications under Trading with the 

tions, a os and Interlocu inemy Acts will be heard on each 

tory Appeals from the King’s Bench Monday afternoon at 2 o'clock 


Division. 
Wednesday, 13th October.—Final Appeals Tuesdays.... 
from the King’s Bench Division will be 
taken and continued until further ey 
notice "huredays 
Fridays ..... 
Lory Onaxcetion’s Covar. 


Mr. Justices EVE. Cuancery Covrr II 
Mondays ...... Chamber summonses Mz. Justice ASTBURY. 


Sht caus, pets, far con 
Tusedaye .... and non-wit list. 


_——— «.-.Non-wit list. 
Lancashire 


Business will be taken on Sittings. 

Thursdays, the 14th and 28th October, 

the 11th and 25th Novembcr, and the Cmancery Covrr IV. 

9th December 
Fridays ......Mots and non-wit list Mr. Justice P. O, LAWRENCE. 

*Cuanceny Cover ILI. Mondays ..-. Sitting in chambers 
. . | Companies’ (winding - up) 
Mr, Justice PETERSON. Tuesdays... ) business and non-wit list 


Except when other Business is advertised Wednesday . 
im the Daily Cause List Actions with | Thursdays ... 
ae will be taken throughout the Fridays 





, 1920 
COURT OF APPEAL. Cuancery Cover I. 
Im Arreat Court No, 1. Mn. Justice SARGANT. 


. tised 1 y sist M 
tory Appeals from the Chancery and Fans Reset eal A. ng BR with 
Prebate and Divorce Divisions. Witnesses throughout the Sittings. 


Except when other Business is advertised 


Wednesdays ..Non-wit list. in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 


. Non-wit list. 
f Mota, sht caus, pets and 
| non-wit liss 









other Business is adver 


/Sht caus, pets, fur cons, 
(and non-wit list 


j Non-wit list. 
-Mote and non-wit list 


Fur con and non-wit list. 


BG (Respt 


gh 
¢ Commrs of Tuland I 
Side 








THE COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1920 


taken Wi Irom tame 


bn M J (Petnr) v 


od v Gossage 


COUNTY PALA 


COURT OF LANCAS 


CHANCERY AND 
AND DIVORCE 


DIVISIONS 


Wats Board vy 


Ls} 


el wood v 





THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION 


Bank ipt 
1920 





(fexpte The Debtor 


tition Creditor and 
| Recers No 206 of 
tor jexpte The Debtor 


titioning Creditors and 
The Official Receiver No 92 af 


or (expte The Debtor 
titionir Creditor and 


Receive No 423 of 


vey (expte FS Sala 
"Trustee RW J 
and ( No 543 of 


expte The Debtor 
tioning Crediter and 
Receiver No 385 of 









KING'S BENOH 


DIVISION 


New Trial List 


re d Mari tl 


Selby-Lowndes 
restore 


notice on either 


1920 
1 W i 


John Brown (Re 
for Attorney- 


App Commrs 
Revenu (Revenue 


I nd tevenue 


Korean Syndicate Id 
enue Side 
Postmaster General v Black 
Fleetwood Tramroad 


to be fixed 




















ah Si teen 


at a, . : - = 3 — ~ _ 
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In the Matter of the Agricultura: 
Holdings Act. 1908 and In the 
Matter of an Arbitration be 
tween John Todd (Complt) and 
The ‘North Riding of Yorkshire 
Agricultural Executive Com- 
mittee (Re aprls) 

The Petition of Rig it of The New 
castle breweries Jd and The 
Wing 

Ruason vy Winchurch, L (Widow) 

Yuanmi Cold Mines Id vy E A 


kK borall Surveyor ul ‘laxes 
(Revenue Side 
Hudson Bay Co vy Sir Joseph 
Maclay 


Hyde ind ors v Hatton and ors 
onsolidated not before 0 


18 

Hickman vy The Kent and Rom: ey 
Marsh Breeders’ Asso Same v 
sane 


Kingston-upon-Hull Guardians v 


Fr Lady 


Nunburnholme 


Rarmb Makepe ace, Jones & U 

Sharp v Delalorse 

In the Matter of the Petition of 
Right The Roumanian Consoli 


dated Oillields ld v The Ki 


4 


(ruck Rudeen (Nellie) and ant 

Herbert Kean (trading as Kulm & 
to v Schoebertein and Loben 
hoffer 


Bain v Field & Co Id 

In the Matter of an Application 

y Court of Middle 

it Marylebone, and 

Matter of No 4 Por 

Paddington, in 
the County Middlesex, and 
In the Matter of the Housing 
Town Planning, & Act, 1919 
bet ween James Simpson Johnston 
{ \pplt) and A W Maconochi 
(Respt) 

Banque Belge Pour 
Hambrouck and ors 

Tuckwood v Mayor, Aldermen and 


Burgesses ol the oro tether 


in the Cou 
eX holden 
In the 


chestet (hate 


*Etranget 


ham 

Berton v ‘London ind Counties 
House Property Investment and 
Realization Cé ld and ors 

HC Smith ld vy The Great Western 


Ry Co 
Ware «& De Freville id v The 
Motor Trade Aasoc and ora 
Same v same Same v same 
Anglo Belge (jlase Ass ld vy 


Shipping and Coa} Co 
A'der & Berkeley v The 

Northern Ry Co 
Forster’s Parcels and Goods Ex 

press ld v Morris Bronefine 
Peter Walker & Son (Warrington 


(reat 


and Burton) ld v Simon Kehoe 
(Applt 

Simmonds vy Newport Abercarn 
Colliery |d 

Rawlings v The General Trading 
Co 


International Horse Agency and 
Ex« hange d V Calstaun 

Evans v Durell 

Alexandra Engineering Co v The 
Camillo Tank Steamship Co ld 

Lane v R & J Dempster Id 

Braddick v United Small Arms ld 

Penrhos College ld vy Butler 

Findlay v Wickham 

The Elliot Steam Tug Co ld v John 
Payne & Co 

Comptoir Commercial Anversois v 
James Carruthers & Co (New 
York) 

Howard v Barnato and anr 

Cottell v Baker and ors 

Fisher Renwick v The Tyne Iron 
and Shipbuilding Co ld 

Starr Eatate Co ld v Mavor, &c., ot 
the Borough of Blackpoo! 

Halton v India Rubber Products 


Flower vy Mayor Aldermen, &c. of 
the Borougn ot Lyme Regis app! 


of Pitff 


Schavarien  y Sukoloff & Sons 
ld and ors 

Hartell vy Stoddard and ant 

Scuth P.eetwood Fishing Co ld v 
© Jetis junior 

Mann, McNeal & Co |d v General 


Marine Underwriters ld Same 
v Capital and Counties Insce Co 

Zignx nd v Reid 

Hunt v Sanderson 

Ll ry ds Bank ld v Dolphin 

Kingston-upon-Hull District Re 
gistry Smythe v Wiles 

Draeger y M C Ni 
y Nicholsburyg bros (COBOL 
dated) 

Manning v Blomfield 

Ford v Radford 

Deighton and anr v Hiett 

Clarke, Sharp & Co Id v Solomon 

The Balkan Tobacco and Products 
Co ld vy J Solomon & Co 

Cox and ors v Lawrence 

( ape Cure & Terry v Lyall 

\dams The Landon Improved 
Motor Coach Builders Id 

Creat Western Ry Co (on behalf of 
W H Hall, Clerk to G.W. Ry 
Co) (Applts) vy G'W Baker, Sur 
veyor of Taxes (Revenue Side) 

\abadea Trust Id vy E A Seitz 

Hammond v Oakley 

Barnes and anr vy Worrall 


oO sburg Same 


In the Matter of the Petition ot 
Right of The City of Dublin 
Steam Packet Co 

Carter v Phillips and ors 

Wankie Colliery Co Id \pplts 


The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
Respts Re venue Side) 

Rutherford v How 

Cardbox ld v Judd & Co 

The ‘East Kent Road Car Co ld v 
Hood Barre 

Jacobovitch v Fairclough & Sons 

Scaliaris v William Conway & Co 
d ind ors , 

Curling v Matthey 

Dale and ors v Doxford 

The Nord Wood Co Id (Clmts) v 
The Black Sea Timber Co 

Kelly v Reconstruction and Fede 
ration of Industries Id 

Guinipero & Co vy Libby 
Libby ld 

Crisp v Hodbarrow Mining Co ld 

tache & Vig v Montague L Meyer 
In the Matter of an Arbitration 
jache & Wagner v Montague L 
Meyer 

Boggis v Hemsiey 

F L. Smith & Co (Applits) v F 
Greenwood, Surveyor of Taxes 
(Respt Revenue Side) 

Sealiaria v Ofy erberg & Co 

Hough v Brown 

Rex v Council of Metropolitan 
Borough of Southwark (expte 
The Trustees of the Borough 
Market of the Borough of South- 
wark 

Erlebach & Co v Gatty, Saunt & Co 

E H Jones & Meakin Id v National 
Council of Young Men's Chris- 
tian Assoc (Incorporated) 

In the Matter of Petition of Right 
of John Robinson & Ca ld 
Petnrs) and The King (Respt) 

In the Matter of an Arbitration 
Behrend & Co ld — (Sellers) 


MeNeili 


Respts (Buyers) 

Stanger v Clinton 

Cliffe vy The Hull and Netherland 
S.S. Co ld 

Manchester District Registry Bar 
ton (trading aa Barnard Barton 





Co ld 


» 


& Co) v Yankee ld 


v The Produce Brokers Co 1d, ; 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Myers & Murdock v Hyams and ors . Jackson v Parker Parker v Jack 


on ( onsolid ited 

Dorras v Murdock & Webb 

Heap v Magrint 

Brooks v Bioor 

Manchester dnrstrict 
Manchester Lines id 
SS. Manchester 
Rea Id 

4 C Durant v The Commrs oi In 
land Revenue (Revenue Side) 

jurnard y Hope 

Copland v Orr 

Chapple v Rees 

Jacobs v Wolffe 


Registry 


Importer Vv 


Derbyshire Farmers ld 

Espinar v Burgoyne, Burbidges & 
Co 

Rabicano vy Airone 


| Fielding v J M Porter & Co 


In the Matter of an Arbitrat‘cn 
The Owners of 5.5. Magnhild 
McIntyre Bros (Charterers) 

Millett v Van Hock & Co 

In the Matter of ‘a Petition of 
Right Charles, trading a» 
Charles & Co (Suppliaut v The 
King 

Finnish Government (Minister oi 
Food) v H Ford & Co ld 

J Vavasseur & Co ld v Port 
Landon Authority 

R Van Applis, Cha: 
terers) v Rederi Sverre Hansen 


Uller { Respt 8, 


Ommeren 


Owners of SS 
Shipowners) 
The Dominion C 
and aur 

N Joachimson vy Swiss Bank Corpn 

Gilbert v Jordan 

Drefus & Co v The Atlantie Ship 
ping and Trading Co 

Mulliner v Sidmouth Hotels Co 1d 

Henshall v Seott & Whaley 

Austin, Baldwin & Cold vy Wilfrea 
Turner & Co ld 

In re an Arbitn between Messrs 
J & J Denholme ld and The 
Shipping Controller 


Produce Brokers 


val Co ld v Roberts 


Lawrence V rhe 
Co ld 

\ Hind & Sons v Wild Bros and 
anr 

Niger Co ld v Guardian Aasce Co 
ld and ors 

Same Vv same 

Commrs of Inland Revenue v San 
derson (Revenue Side) 

Reeks v Shelley 

The Attorney General v The Com 


pany of Proprietors of Selby 
Bridge (Revenue Side) 
Deutsch Schlesinger & Hertz v 


Hanau 

The British-Italian Corpn ld v The 
Commrs of Inland Revenue (Re 
venue Side) 

Hickman v The Royal Agricultural 
Society of England 

In re an Arbtn between T & J 
Harrison, Owners of 8.8. Inkelna 
and The Shipping Controller 

Niger Co ld v Guardian Assce Co 
ld and ors 

Same v Same 

Gibaud vy The Gt Eastern Ry Co 


FROM THE PROBATE, DI- 
VORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY). 


With Nautical Assessors 
Final ist.) 
1920. 
Monkshaven 1918 — Folio 474 
Owners of 8.8. St. Thomas vy 


Owners of S.8. Monkshaven 
damage) (adjd sine die July 2) 
Paulsboro 1919 — Folio 322 
Owners of 8.8. Memnon v 
Owners of 8.8. Paulsboro 





(damage) 


Owners ol 


Jefferson and Atkey & Co ld v The 


1918—Folio 557 | ers 
Greeninil vo David M 
Sinclair (damage) 


| 
Karamea—1919—F olio 140 Owners 
| 
' 
} 


| Croupier 
at 5S 


of S.S. Haugland y Owners of 
S.S. Karamea 

Kronpring Frederik—1918~ Folio 
787) ~Owners of S.S. Peting tadet 
v Evan Evans (damage) 

Cranley—1917—Foj}io 620 Rear- 
Admiral Michail W K Kedrott 
suing on behalf of the Russian 
Minister of Marine) v Owners of 
5.8. Cranley (damage 

North Cambrna—1918—Folio o/s 
The Commonwealth and Do- 
minion Line ld v The North 
Shipping Co ld (damage) 

Kashmir—1919—Folio 377 Ad- 


miralty v Owners of 3.8, Kash- 
mir (damage) 
General Manouary—-1919—Folio 


651 Owners of 8.5. City of York 
vy Owners of S.S. General Man- 
ouary (damage) 

Western Star—1919—Folio 8 
(ywners of barge Pamelia v 
Owners of S.S. Western Star 
(damage) 

Maria De Larrinaga—1920—Folio 
201 Owners of SS. Bratsberg 
v Owners of S.S. Maria De Lar- 


rinaga (damage) 
Newona—1919—Folio 908 Owners 

of S.S. Emaly Charlotte v 

Owners of 8.8. Newona (damage) 


Dampskibs Aktiesselskabet Mart- 
timi vy Owners of 8.S. Tarbert 


Without Nautical Assessors 
(Final List.) 
1920. 
Danube IT. — 1918 Folio 942 


Owners of Norwegian 8.8. Nor 
rona, her Master and Crew v 
Lieut Harry Jewies, R.N.B 
(damage; 
Minnehaha—1917—Folio 42 TItahen 
State Rys v Owners of 8.8. Min- 
nehaha (to vary order 
Turid—1919—Folio 889 Owners of 
S.S. Turid v Palgrave, Brown & 
Son (breach of charter party) 
Euharlee—1919—Folio 761 The 
Master and Crew of Steam Tug 
Expert and ors v Owners of §.S. 
Euharlee, her cargo and freignt 
(salvage) 
Pauline 1919 Folio 692 R & Ww 
Pau! ld v Owners of Motorship 
Pauline 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 

1916. 


J Soanes & Sons ld (H Huber & 
Co, Garnishees) v Papier Fabrik 
Wiessenstein A G (judgt. debtor) 
restored (s.o. generally) 

1920. 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue v 
John Sampson (Revenue Side) 
New Brighton Pier Co v Mayor, 
&c. of the Borough of Wallasey 
(s.0, generally, liberty to apply) 
Ooprse and org v Blagden, Waug! 


Co 
Castle v Asten Trading Co ld and 
ors (three actions consolidated) 
Gaunt v British and Foreigo 
Marine Insce Co and anr 
Payne v British Time Recorder Co 
ld and anr Same v Same and W 
W Curtis ld . 
Calvert v Bonnard 
Krayer v Israel 
Walker v Holt 
de Montarby v McDonnell 





Scott and ors v Saint 


Oct. 9, 1420 ‘4 
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Wansborough 
Laughland 


IN RE THE WORKMEN'S COM 


PENSATION ACTS, 1897 
AN'D 1906, 
(From County Courts.) 


1919. 
Lang v Vernore & Seng (s.0. for 


settlement) 
1920. 

British Dye Stuffs Corpn (Blackley) 
ld vy Fowlers 

Watkins, T W H v The Port oi 
Loudon Authority 

Selvage, Mabel Alice v C Murreil 
& Sons Id 

Blackley v Thrupp & Maberly ld 

Ruth Jacques v Owners of the Tug 
Alexandra 

Harper, Ellen v Dick, Kerr & Uo 
ld 

Saies (widow) v The British Petro 
leum Co ld (The Great Western 
Ry Co, 3rd parties) 

Ben Bray v Hadfields ld 

Turton, Rueben v East 
Colliery Co ld 

Park vy Hudspith 

Huntingdon vy Manvers Main ( 
lieries ld 

Marriott, Ellen v The 
Main Colliery Co ld 

Stratton v Jonas & Colver Id 

Keen, Caroline v Johnson & Phi! 
lips 

Fletcher & Sons and Fearnal! |d v 
Cockell 

Egger v Callendar’s Cable Con 
struction Co ld 

His Majesty's Post master-General 
v Butler 

Braine v ‘The Port of London Au 
thority 


Jarnsley 


Malkt by 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—SHANCERY DIVISION. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 
Notices Revatinc To THE Onancery Cavs Last. 


Mr. Justice Eve will take his business as announced in the Michael 


mas Sittings Paper. 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Eva will take Lan- 
cashire business on Thursdays, the 14th and 28th October, the 11th 
and 25th November, and the 9th December. 

Mr. Justice SarcGant.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, actions with witnesses will be taken throughout 


the sittings. 
Mr. Justice AsTBuRY. 


the Sittings. 
Mr. Justice Prererson. 


the sittings. 


Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will take his business as announced in 


the Michaelmas Sittings Paper 
Mr. Justice Russett will 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper 


Applications under the Trading with the Enemy Acts will be heard 


on each Monday at 2 o'clock 


Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr 
Justice P. O. Lawrence and Mr. Justice Russext will sit in Court every 
Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into Court and non-witness actions will be 
heard by Mr, Justice Eve, Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence and Mr. Jus- 


tice Russex. 


Motions, petitions and short causes will be taken on the days stated 


in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 


Norice with Rererence To THE CHancery Witness Lists. . 
During the Michaelmas Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 


witness actions as follows :- 


Mr. Justice Sarcant will take the Witness List for Saroant and 


Russgxt, JJ. 
Mr. Justice AsTauRY 
P. O. Lawrence, JJ. 


Mr. Justice Peterson will take the Witness List for Eve and Prerer 
son, JJ. 
Chancery Causes for trial or hearing 


Paper Co ld v 


| Chancery, 
| Bench 


} 


| tember 23rd, 1920 


Hetris vy The Minister Muni 
tions 
| FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
STANDING IN THE 


Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, actions with witnesses will be teken throughout 


Except when other business ie advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, actions with witnesses will be taken throughout 


take his business a# announced in the 


will take the Witness List 


Jones v S&S R Anthracite Collieres 


ld 
Jones vy The Arenig Granite Co id 
Palgrave v J Stone & Co ld 
Lingley v Thos. Firth & Sons Id 


ABATED" LIST 
In Bankruptcy.) 


1917. 
In re a Debt r (expte The Debtor’, 
No 246 of 1917 


THE KINGS BENOH 
DIVISION. 

Final and New Tria) List.) 

1914. 


The Commrs of Inland Revenue \ 
Smyth Revenue side) (8.0 


hROM 


gener lly ) 


Hunter v Commra of Inland Re 


venuc (Revenue Side) 8.0 
generally) 
1915. 

Walter Morrison v The Commis 
sioners of Inland Revenue (Re 
venue Side (s.0. generally) 

1918 


Weiss, Biheller & Brooke ld 
(Applits) v Richard Farmer, Sur 
veyor of ‘Taxes (Respt) (Revenue 
Side 
N.B The above List contains 

Palatine and King’s 

Final and _ Interlocutory 

Appeals, &c., set down to Sep 


1920 


Justice Eve, Mr 


for AstruryY and 


Set down to 23rd September 





ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. BICENTENARY A.D. 1920. 


‘IRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENT, , THE CORPORATION ACTS 
PLATE GLASS, BUKGLARY, LIVE 


SLOCK, MPLOYERS LIABILITY, | AS TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND 
ANNUITIES, THIRD PARTY, 
MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOILER, | SETTLEMENTS, EXECUTOR 


MACHINBRY, FIDELITY 


GUARANTEES ! OF WILLS 


Apply for full particalars of all classes oc Insurance to the Secretary — 
HEAD Orrick ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 


LAw Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 














re Turner, a Solr, and In re 
Taxation of Costs 
Wragg vy West Lon fon Construc 
tion Co Id 


Before Mr. Justice Eve In 
Retamed Causes for Trial. 


With Witnesses 


Smalley Huntingdon County In re Podenham and Sutton Estates 
Counci In re Settled Land Acts 
Lubelski v Havine In re Vachell, dec Vachell v Day 
Obey v Luann In re ‘Burelhnal! Burehnall =v 
Sparrow v Evans Burehnal} 
The St Leonard's Pier Co ld v In re T Newson, dec Newson Vv 
Jessop Cousens 
In re G A Bloice, dec Blowe \V In re C D Phillips, dex Hornby \ 
Wilkinson Phillips 
In re Chas Ell, dee Hare v All 
Further Consideration wood 


Glamford Briggs Water 
n re E)wea 


V In Tre 


In re Mackies ld Thorowgood 
. = * , worka Undertaking 


The Company 


Estates Act, 1852 In re Truatee 
Adjourned Summonses Act, 1893 
, In re T Bott, dee Covington v 
" , | *revost, dex les ’ 6 
2 Poser ae Royal National Lifeboat Insti 
colgne z tutti 
In re Godman Godman v Godman , ae —— ede het Mie 
In re John Walliams, dec Price Vv eee; . BETO CUga, Cex = : 
William vy Norton 
» _ ” . 4 nte ( , ( a - 
In re Charles Bartholomew Bain Fao Winter Ke Francis v 
¥ Buciie In re M A Freeman, dec Freeman 


In re Cuddon's Estate Fooks Vv 


: Rac — “ Baker’s Will Trusts The ‘On m Lamp Works Id ¥ 
?-* ; ~~ aker s . — Maxim Lamp Works ld 
li re °E P Gods ». dec Cree v | "ted © A Roberts, dec Smith v 
i e rA aii c 
‘ " ’ Leppard 
1 ay , Rol n'e Metthemanit In re EF Coke, dec Taylor v O'Shea 
nm re 4 Veoinsen & & e a 


Public Trustee y Blackman 

lu re Croot’s Estate dewell Vv 
Bulman 

In re Land Registry 
Viney 

Pitt<Rivers v Riley 
Pitt-Rivers v Dunn 

In re F V Harcourt, de« 
Portman v Portman 
The Colonia! and U.8. Mortgage 
Co ld The Company v Reckitt 
1 re a Contract between The 
Whitworth Engineering Co Id 
and James Keith & Biackman 
Co ld, and In re The Vendor and 
Purch user Act, 1874 
1 re Joseph Heilbrun 
Heilbrun 


Before Mr SARGANT 
Retained Matters. 
Motion. 


| Copeland v Judge (for Oct 12) 


Justice 


Hudston v 


Adjourned Summonses. 
It re Dickinson Dickinson v 
Dickinsou 
In re Dickinson 
won 
In re Consett'’s Settled Estates In 
re Settled Land Acts 
| In re Naylor Hewitt v Naylor 
| In re Charles H Pugh ld and G F 
Bull's Patents, and In re Patents 
and Designs Acts, 1907 and 1919 
The National Provincial Bank of (fixed for Oct 19 
England and May's Contract, In re Same and Same and In re 


F ] d chaser Same 
er > on Vereen ae ns In re Hatfield’s Patent and In re 
Grundt vg 


In re Pocklington, dec Patents and Designs Acts (fixed 
v Pocklington for Oct 26 , 
In re Samuel Rogers, dec Rogers |!" re Metropolitan Amalgamate 
vy Attorney-General! Railway Carriage and Wagon Co 
In re G T Rickett’s Settlement d tk re Patents and Designs 
Trustees Corpn Id v Bellenot Acts. 1907 and 1919 (fixed far 
In re James "Hatstend de< Hal Oct 26 
stead v Kewney 
In re Edwarde, dec 
teynolds 
In re Ebenezer Hewlett, dec 


Viscount 


Pytches v Dick- 


bh 


Salomon v 


Causes for Trial 
(With Witnesses.) 
Brewery Co Hd ¥ 


Willoughby v 


Hew Hartley's 





(s.0. to Hilary) 


lett v Hewlett Druery 





i te ha ite eg A a tt se 


ai a Ne te el 
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ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


The New Castell Blende Mine |d ¥} In re Felberman, dec Felberman ¥ 


Singleton } Clutterbuck 
Hole v Fenton Inre E Cocquere!] de Emerson v 
Smith, L v Smith, 8 J Cocquere| 
Hockey v Love | In re Landor’s Settlement Landor 
Derby Corpn v British Cellulose v Landon 

and Chemical Manufacturing Ce } Bosmere and Clayd Union 


id ‘ | Woodbridge Union (s.0. get 
Moes v Frank , 


Ingram v Ingram 9 Raretson’s Gettlement: in i 
In re Ingram Ingram v Ingram Settled Land Acts. 1882 to 189uU 
Willshire v Davis . ~ 
Drookfie d v Whitbread Drake v Drake 
Marr v Purvis } In re Mansell’s Trusts Mansell + 
Denman v Ryland i Mana 
Houston v Polack } 
Nat Standard Life Assce Cé rpt 1! ( ae Tris 
v The Hearts of Oak Life and | W . Wis 
General Agsce Co id - 
Thomas v Sarkies Smith vy The Croydon Gravel Co 4d 
Garrod v Ashford 
Fitch v Boys Parsons Marine Steam Turbine C 
Scandrett v Scandre t | d Farre and - o 
Leweock v Bromley aeenen 
Chalmer's Motor Co and Maxwe ~ : ; , 
Motors Id Chalmer’s Motor Co ~ > C Whitley and Monkseaton 


ld 
Levack ¥ Draytor 
In re Trade Mark No 99.555 olf In re 
James Crean & Son !d In rv Ji 
Trade Mark Act. 1905 Lett vy Morris 
Gireenwood v Calow W ds y ‘Clinton 
Mirey Stock Quarries Id v Pitman ferry v Crittall 
Re yal Exchange C Leeds) Id Thomas Borthwick & Sons id 
Marsh. Jones & Cribb Id Abrahams 
Eracam id vy Swales Burns v Johnston 
Mayor, &e. of Me rpet vy The Nor Bat ey Vv Batley 
thumberland Farmers Auction Davies v Owe 
Mart Co Id bratt v Hart 
In re GI Bland, dee Dracopol Taylor v Whyley 


Dombrain v Jordar 


Western v Weatern 
W P Swain, de Mathias \ 





Leaf 
Willame v Leasia | In*re J Gothard Gothard 
Newton v Brotherton & Co Id | Francis 
Wickelgren Londot County | Rowley v Public Trustee 

Council James v fobert Warner & Ct 
Norris & Clayton id Allandale | Engineers) Id 
Simmons v Fel! ngham Co Jarman v Same 


In re The Gem Supplies Co ld li Townes v Same 
PI 


re Trade Marks Nos 318,961 and White Powe Syndicate ld 


340.816 Faw ke ; s 
Stopam y Abrahams Kirklev v Kirkley 
Green v Peters | Welby v Brewil 
Charles Bowman Id v Bowmar | Same v Same 
Duncan v Towers | Ma ; Fisher es d v ( ipman 
Durkin v Sadle1 Charles Orme & Co Id v Jenkins 
Warr v Andersot T Nelson & Son ld v Hirst 
Sexty v Winchcombe Urban Dis Davies vy Drew-Bear, Perks & Co 
trict Coun d 
Jackson MeAlpi (runstor Winox Id 
Walter v Humphreys In re H © Godfray, dec Godfra 
Button v Bentley v Godfray 
In re Aston & Mander (1917 i} ewton Vv Leg 
Minister f Munitiona TI Butler Stirling 
Company Scorin v Goodmat 
Philp v Garnet | Nuding ti 
Moullin v Schofield Reeves v Eve 
Fraser v Pugsley Coventry Cana Navigation 
Glass Asece Svnd te ld vy Dobbins Foleshill Rw Id 


Hall v Elliott Holrovd v Holland 
Sheffield and Eccleshal| Co-opera I e TS Newell, de Newell v 


tive Soc v Bradbur \ ; L, ghtf ’ 
Hamilton v Reval Insce Co ld Collingwood v Petty 
Jensen v Ayton Whymper Stock tor 
Sackville v Forbes Hirschort Borough Theatre Bi 
Ackrovd v Keighley Union Posting Co ld 
(iriffith + tobi na n Lord y Ilingwort! 
Schishka v Schishka Wise v Lansde!ll 
. 1 G Fentiman ld 1 Kenned\ 
Before Mr. Justice Astacrr Johnson v Johnsor 
Retained Matters Leadbetter Leadhetten 
(ior dm ! sanceau 
Motion Lightowler v Roto Engineering Co 
Raron Hat ech T ‘ Merionet lradford ld j 
shire C4 Orr Mitchell v Floyd 
Adjourned Summonses i Motior \ Cuckfield Urban Dis 


In re Josse., dec Hal! v Stirling . trict Cour 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE VO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MrppDLEsEx HosPitTAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF Fonps For ITs HUMANE Work. 





v Boulder Flint C 
(Andersen v Mitche 
Pagden v Taylor 
Dorras vy Webb 


Aste] sros ld v Sa 


Same v Aste! Bros 
Prior vy Prior 
Ward V Barre 

Orsi v Orsi 


ld v Hart 
Howard v Jephson 


Manclark v Tre: 


Before Mi Justice 

Retai ed M 

Further Cons 

Morrison v The Kast 
Hope Ry Lo 

Motior by 

\tlas Insce ld vy Mat 


In re Lord Howard 
Contract Snarp 
Walden 








In re Elizabet (ree 
vy Gee 
} In ve Sambro rT 
| brook 
I Y re Mix ne am 


In re Thomas Leyshon, dec Ley 
} hon v Baggett 

I re Rosenberger de Publi 
| Trustee ¢ Dene kamp 


y | In re Calder, dec Fi 


In re Calder dec Me 
In re Norman Norm 
In re WH L Ray, 


Wit Witne 


d vy Stevensor 
lerritt v Jones 
e Canadian Agen 
minster (not betore 


“se 


dian Agency d 
| hefore Oct 25 


minster and Parr’s 
before Oct 25 
Sutton-Sill v Dalby 
| Jenkin v The Pharm 
of Great Britain 
In re Troman, de 
Smith 
Smith v Hurst 
Duché v Duché 
John Bull ld v Curtis 


SUCCESSION, 


J Sears & Co (True F: 


Stobie v The Newcastk 
Electric Supply Co 


In re F O Grenfell, de 


mnderaor 


Saunderson vy Tompkins 


ld 


rm Boot C 


PETERSON 
itters 


leration 


n and Churel 


ordet! 


1@S0On 


Adjourned Summonses 


de Walden’s 


V Howard de 


dec Hayward 


uman v Sam 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEAKS PAST. 


Cerrespondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone ; 2482 Holbora. 


ATHERTONS 
63 & 64, Chanaeee Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


Sheringham Urban District Council | 


upon-Tyne 


s Settlement 


Michelham v Benson 


iott v Manley 


inlev v Ker 


wm Vv Marshall 
dex Jones \ 


| The Royal Ear!s yvood Institut « 


Causes for Trial. 


ld v West 


Nov 1) 


Lowenfeld vy London County West 


Bank ld (ne 


aceutical S 


Truman 


The Cana 


(Wey not 


Vv 


The Zinc Mines of Great Britain 








London,” 


Lochner v Lalli Charles ld 
Jernoid ld v Moser 
Welham v Thomas 
Kersanov v Bowers 
Roberts vy Pugh 


The Consett Industrial and Provi- 


dent. Soc id v The Consett lron 
Co ld 

Nichol v Barranger 

Viscount Wimborne v Brewer 

Millington v Phillips 

Browne v The Cyko Mamufactur- 
ing Co Id 

Haggard vy The Fox Film Co ld 

Inchbald v Brunakill 

Robinson v Fox 

Jenkins v A G Scott & Co ld 

The Castner-Kellner Alkali Co ld 
v The Ear! of Bilesmere 

Edwards V Jones 

Nevile v Hardy 

Lewia v Glanfield & Son Id 

Cruickshank vy Sutherland 

Waud v Bates 

Arbib v Arbib 

White v Picture Playhouses ld 

Bennett & Jennison |d y Goodey 

Burnett v Munroe, Wadham & Co 

Serra v Famous Laskey Film Ber- 
vice ld 

Erskine Macdonald Id v Eyles 

In re Supreme Court Rules, 1885 

In re  Furber’s Application 
Fisher v Fisher 

In re Sir Joseph Whitworth, Bt, 
dec O'Rourke v Darbishire 

Joseph v Manzano 

Kipling v Genatosay ld 

Wilks v Badman 

Langdon v Higginson 

sell wood v Parkes 

Watkins vy Madge 

The Foundling Hospital v St 
Pancras Borough Council 

Werner v. Schwartz 


Picard v Central Paper Mills Co 


ld 

M E Brindle vy Goyt Spinning Co 
ld 

Mary Brindle v Same 

tooth v Sheldon 

In re Clegg’s Settlement Bos 
worthick v Clegg 

Bosworthick Clegg 

Kingdon v The Wadhurst and 
Distr: t Gas and Coke Co 

Stanford v The Royal Bath Hote 
Bournemouth) Id 

Watson v Harvey 

Parks v Harvey 

Reed v Stoddart 

Briggs v Lowrie 

Fleming v J S Doig (Grimsby) !4 

Macer v Roberte 

London County and Westminster 
Bank v The Venezuela Oil Con- 
cessions Id 


Vibrocel Co ld v Lynde 





Oct. 9, 1920 
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1920 Dc. Nestlé & Co id v Bugéne ld 

Gatley ¥ North Cornwall China 
Clay Co id 

Challis v Shepherd 


Before Mr. Justice P. O 
LAWRENCE 
Retained Witness Actions 
Torri v Vercesi 
Gray v Le Strange 
Escombe, Mctirath & Co v Joha 
son 
Featherstonhaugh vy Bowyer Smy 
Chatfield v Skinner 
Stuart v Stuart 
Dp Napier & Sons Id v 
Napier id 
Marconi ‘Wireless Telegraph Co 
Hamilton 


‘ 


ee al 


Adjourned Summonses 
Gough vy The Baltic Basic Slag Co 
Same v Same 
In re Gould, an 
Withers 

In re Thomas Farries, de« 
v Farries 

In re EJ Elrington, dec Elrington 
v Elrington 


infant Gould v 


Arnold 


P In re Thomas Kent. dec Public 
I : Trustee v Kent 
: ae In re Binnington, de Aston 


Binnington 
In re y Whittingham, dec 
er Clarke vy Whittingham 
In re WT Ware, de Ware Vv 
Ware 
In re Coop s Settlement 
o Id Pollitt 
Bland v Fitch 
In re Morris, 
l (Halton 


factur- 
West v 


dec Mayhew Vv 


Co ld In re Same Same v Same 
In re Same Same v Same 
In re J A Frerichs Russell v 
Mowatt 
In re C Tavlor, dec Taylor 
Taylor 
In re Postle, dec Wadsley v Postle 
’ In re St. Quintin, dec St. Quintin 
ld vy Severn 
dey In re E S Gilman, de Reed 


& Co Grimmett 
der- In re Evelyn C K Seymer, de 
Thomson v Ker Seymer 


. In re M A Heywood, dec 


Hoggat 


1885 v Galloway 
ation In re Eaton Eaton v Roberts 
In re H Hiller, dec Hiller v Hiller 
Bt, In re Wilkins In re Married 
Women's Property Act 
In re Sutton Boscawen v Wynd 
ham 
In re R Thomas, dec Thomas 
v Thomas 
In re Garratt's Settlement 
Garratt v Garratt 
St . . 
: In re Lofts Lofts v Lofts 


Kelley v Mobsby 
Cc e In re J J Afileck, dex 
Affleck 


Tn re Rendlesham 


Affleck v 


and The Fy res 


Co try Commrs. In re Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 

In re Rendlesham and Boynton 

ba In re Vendor and Purchaser Act 


Hovell vy Attorney4ien 

Davey v Candy 

In re W W T Drake, de 
v Green 

In re G W Kiderlen, de 
¥ Brendel 

The New Colliery Co 
ld vy Swansea Harbour Trustees 

In re Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Acts In reG C Remington 
Taylor ° 

In re Same and Same 

In re Same and In re C R Taylor 

In re West Settlement Dentor 
West 


Drake 
sushel 


Cwmeors 


eT 


| Metalo Id (petn 


Edge & ; 














In re Lebegue, dec Mackenzie v 
Lubegue 

lu re Th = 
vy Dymond 


Weldon, dec Hunter 


In re Dimmock, dec Young v 
Dimmeock 
Companies Winding [| p ind 
Chancer: Division 
( Winding Up 
| s a up 


f George Lilling 
Feb 


over genet 


«& Co d ordered 


Arthu Adams & C d (pet of 
Bradley and Bur d—ordered 
on Oct 14 to stand over 


Ix 


1919 
generally 
Fibre Tube and Box Board Manu 
facturers Id (pets f JB Hunt 
ordered n No 13. 1919 to 
ver generally) 
Collier { ld 


stand 
4 1 
of the Clea 


rIrcnenlw d 


petn. of ControMer 
ng OfficeEnemy Debts—s.o 
June 22, 1920, to first petition 
day in Hilary Sittings, 1921 

Submarine Mot Ship Cleaner 
Syndicate ld (petn. of ¢ a» W 
Bluod 8.0 from July 20 
1920, to O 19, 1920 

\ & © Syndicate Id (petn. of 1 
Dott from Ju Zi 1920 
to Oet 19, 1920 

Cro s Wa ( { p f 
W \ D Pas « vith 
esses —s I Ju Af 1920 


Portable Tool and Engineering ¢ 
d (y f Acces & Pollock Id 
5 from Ju Zi, 1920 
Oct 19, 1920) 


of Buenos 


\yres Water 


wiberman 


Shibakawa & Co d petn of 
San 1 Martin und 4 

f Au 11 9?0 Oct 19 
1920) 

In re a Company (ordered on July 
27, 1920, to stand over generally 


Anglo-Continenta « 
Frading Co ld (petn. of H B 


Spy 


Overseas 


Capital and Counties Trade Di 
velopment Corpn. Id (petn. of 
Adamson, Lloyd & Co Id 

Destis Club ld (petn. of G Gibbs 
id) 

Leslie ind Martin ld 
Dickens and Jones Id 

Iluts, Bungalows and Portab‘e 
Buildings Id petn. of Standard 

and Foundry Co 

Hampton .Enzineering Co Id (pet 

Frank Waring Id 

Australian Commonwealth Fuels 
& Oils !d petn. of 
& C 

G N Higgs Id (petn. of 
Ba fearing | 

Auto-Scooter Co Id petn. of A 
Reas n 

Provincia 
ments id 
X& Co 

Cinema Circus & 
pet of the © 

Patisserie Parisienne Id petr 


Johr Layton & Oo ld 


petn. of 


Range 


Samue!s 


Universal 


Entertain 
, Son 


Touring 


petn. of Lawson 


Varieties /!d 
mpany ) 


Storey Machine Tool C d pet 
of W J James) 

Nicholls and Hurndall Id peta, 
of A Salmon) 

Textil Trading Co Id pets f 
Banque de Salonique 


Anna Willson & Co Id petn. of 
Deberhams Id) 














LLOYDS BANK 
LIMITED. 


HEAD OFFICE: 71, LOMBARD ST., E.C. 3. 





| 


CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED 
| CAPITAL PAID UP 


RESERVE FUND - 
DEPOSITS, &c.  - 
ADVANCES, &c. 





£70,679,380 


- - 14,135,876 
- - 9,977,282 
- - 324,308,239 


164,395,501 








This Bank has about 


LLOYDS AND NATIONAL 





1,500 Offices 
and Wales. 
AFFILIATED BANKS: 
THE NATIONAL BANK OF SCOTLAND LIMITED. 
THE LONDON AND RIVER PLATE BANK LIMITED. 
AUXILIARY: 
PROVINCIAL FOREIGN BANK LIMITED 


in England 


























Ka Constru n Co ld (pet 
VY B Carter 
} X por “& Lmpor ( l 
! f A © Blumer 
I x lo Australia i | 
of Joseph Lingard Id 
Thames Aviation We : 1 {pet 
f E Turner 
re s Ventilatu und neer 
g 4 di (pe iW C Pitte 
Northe Exploration ¢ lity 
I ire \ wat n Uo ld 
Sop w Aviat & Engineeruy 
Co id ! H M Hobsor 
| 


P ppe Le lu & Co Id (petn 
‘ houriod ise 

Plat u and Minera 
(‘olombia) Id (petn. of H G L 


— 


ax and ‘Wright Id 
H Harris I 

Whitefield, Hooker 

f Bulloch and Stewart ld 

Sherwood Opt cal Co Id pets of 
VW Laws ind ors 

Gardiner Shipbuildimg 


petn of 


& Co ld petn 


& Engmeer 


‘ d petn { Butler and 
Spragg Id) 
W A and R J Jacobs Id petn. of 
oC b (rates and rs 
International Oj Products ld 


petn of Maple & Co ld 
Hutchisons (1919) Id petn of B 
Rosenthal & Sons 


Chancery Division 


Petitior to nitive 


Ju s Sax & Co Id and 
dered n July 2 1921 


stand over 


u 
T 


generally 


ortirm Alter 


Ob jes {= 


Ir ed States and Genera Trus 
Corpn Id 

Bridport Gas Co. ld 

First. National Reinsurance Co jd 

Petition (to confirm Reor 





of Capital 
Booth's Distillery Id 


Winding Up) 


Companies 


Motions 

\ngel Steamslup Co Id (ordered on 
\p 13. 1920. to stand over 

ner lly 
John Dawson & Co (Newecastle-on 
Tyne) ld (stand over generally by 
tes % 
In re a Company (ordered on July 


27, 1920. to stand over generally) 
Wine Co Id part heard 
wdered on July 20, 1920, to 
stand over generally) 
Winding Up) 


Division 


™imos 


(x mpanies and 
Chancery 


Court Summonses 


French South African Develop- 
ment Co ld Partridge v French 
South Afmcan Development Co 
ld {on preliminary point—or 
dered on April 2, 1914, to stand 
over generally pending trial of 
action in King’s Bench Division) 

Engheah and Scottish American 
Mortgage and Investment Co Id 
is to ontingent claims part 
eard— parties to apply to fix 
day for further hearing 

Na n (reneral Insce Co ld 


priorities of policy holders 
C.a.\ 11/12/18)—retained by 
Mr. .Jbuagice P. O. Lawrence 

Cann ld (ordered on Jan 27, 1920, 
t stand over wene rally 

Vanden P ae Eng and) ld on proof 

Fiat Motora |d—with wit 

nesses —parties to apply to fix 
day for hearing 

In re a Company (to appoint O.R 
as PL July 27, 
1920, to atand over ge nerally) 

Wing mis 
leasance 

North Inace Co |d (mis 
leasnine with witnesses) 

Newcaatle and Ga eshead Theatres 

Davidson with 


ordered on 
Steamship Co Id 


Kastern 


m proof of S k 

witnesses 
Whitfield Manufacturing Co Id (to 

ppoint quidator—with 


nesses 


Treanh 


Justice Rrssent 
Matters 


Before Mr 


Retained 


Causes for Tria 
With Witnesses 
Davia vy Wise 
In re J T Roberts, dec Robertson 
Jones 
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In re Cope, dec Rosemead vy Cope 


Pidcock v Pidcock 

In re Meyrick's Set Liement Mey- 
| 

' 


Balston v Bransgrove 
Chamberlayne vy Booth 
Joynes v Callas, Sons & May 
Haneford yv Jago 


Palmer v Walter Tay 


rick v Meyrick 
In re W G Isaac, an infant In 
re Guardianship of Infants Act 
r & Sons In re Same and Same 
In re Crawfurd, dec Thorton v 


Further Considerations Crawfurd 
Roberts v Harding In re Pelling, dec Vincent 
In re H W Troll pe, de Tro ope Pelling 
Trollope In re Frank Shuttleworth, de« 
Shuttiewortn Souttieworth 
Adjourned Summonses In re J T Povser, dec Landon \v 
In re R G Vivian, dee Vivian Cox 


Swansea In re Cowdrey, dec Williamson v 


In re Boot Jowett v Booth & Kershaw 
Laycock In re T A Barrett, dec Harrison 
In re T P Thomas, de Thomas y Stokes 
Thomas In re Hugh Mair, dec ,Williamsor 
In re Jenkins, de Jenkins v Pers vy French 
house ; In re Universa (rarage d 
In re R Howard, de Mugford \ Ferrier v The Company 
Mugford ; In re A “Turner, dec Turner v 
In re W G Kettlewe de Jones CHilett 
v Kettlewell . . —— de we 
In re Mander's Will Trust Mander | '"_re ‘We Powell, dec Dodd + 
Williams 
v Mander ie Bes - 
In re W C Stennett, dec Wells 1 a ae 
Reeve Mullett + Dunn 
In re Sir EF F Sehiff, de Hendet \ppli ation under the Tr iding 
aon v S« hiff ritih . 
ie ow Mente Whitten. de Car with the Enémy Acts. 
menit Whitten 1914 to 1916 


In re W Partridge, de Matthews In re G A Schlechtendah!, an 

v Partridge enemy, & 
In re Hem Donk dk Donkin - ‘er’ = 

vy Donkin Fixed for December q 
In re J Lock Lancaster, dec Sadler \pplications under the Tradin 

Lancaater vith the Enemy Acte 
In re Moorman Harb Moorman 
914 to 1916 

In re H W Wats de« Stephen 1914 ! 

eon v Watson In re Me ster, Lucius & Bruning 
In re W Thomas, de Williams v ld. enemies. &c 

Evans In re The Badische Co Id, enemies 
In es I I rthorne de« U “a & 

wieEne ¥ The Bayer Co Id, enem 
In re JN Plave le« Pu m ” 

l'rus ee Wiles | : ‘ ‘ Cweaiel . 2] ' 
an ve G We Mall. abies a nd - ishein Elektron 

Hull ‘ gg ae 
¢ In re il d (% ik ‘ es 

In re Ley le Pul Trustee ‘ K \ I, « : 

v Moody &e ; . 
In re E R Hanbury, dec Hanbury | I" re The Berlin Aniline Co Id 

v Graham nemies, & 


KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1920 
Crown Paper 
For Hearing 

The King v Beverley U DC 
Owners of a.s. Crown of Leon v Admiralty Commrs 
Hunt v Our Boys Clothing Co Id 
The King v Newcastle-upon-Tyne County Court Judge and Schalit & ors 
The King v County Court Judge of West Hartlepool and Schalit & ors 
Percival & anr v Mayor, &c of Peterborough 
In the Matter of a Solicitor Expte Law Sox 
The King v Schalit & ors 
The King v Minister of Health 
Coomber v Rose 
The King v Lyon, Esq, District Auditor 
Pinneock Bros v Bank of Athens 
Beresford & anr v Richardson 
The King v H H Judge Parsons & The United Society of Boilermakers 
H M Ministry of Food v L Dreyfus & Co 
Davison v Birmingham [ndustrial Co-operative Soc 
The King v Pavitt 
Dew v Director of Publix 
Same v Same 
Thornett & Fehr v Yuills 
Gould & Co ld v Houghton 
Cory & ors v Lords Commrs of the Admiralty 
The King v Spurgeon & ors, Jj 
Herrington vy Slater 
Kenny v Cox 
In re Pommerol 
H Reynolds & Rushton's Brewery Id \ 
Tn re a Solicitor 
Godfrey v Bagshaw 
Welford’s Surrey Dairies Id + 
Sculthorpe v RoDinson ‘ 
Gaston, Williams & Wigmore (Incorporated) vy The Shipping Controller 


Prosecutions 


Beesly & ors 


Newton 





| 
| 


| Page 1 





j 


| Ulilathorne v Kitching 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 184. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverel!, Eeq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 


Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Eaq., K.C. The Rt. Hon. Sir Walter G. F. Phillinces 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. Bart., D.C L G 


Edmund Church, Esq. Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.£ 
P 


—- G. Collina, Eaq. en MP. 
arry Mitton Crookenden, » Charles R. Rivington “ 
Robert William Libdin, Esq. a . 
Charlies Baker Dimond, Eaq. Mark Lemon Romer, Eaq., K.( 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. The Hon. Sir Charies Russell, Bart. 
L. W. North Hickley, Eaq. Francis Minchin Voules, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. Charles Wigan, Esq. 
FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 
W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





Civim Paper 

For Argument. 
Campbell v Ettlinger & Co ld (Otley County Court 
Darwin v Clarke : j 
Lowe v Dickenson (Bloomsbury County Court) 
Richards & anr (Kidderminster County Court) 
Carmarthen Electric Supply Co Id v Thomas Carmarthen 

Court) 
Dobson v Hedley & ors (Newcastle-on-Tyne County Court) 
Castlehouse, Vasey & Co v Thon pson (Scarborough County Court) 
Dent-Brocklehurst v Gt Western Ry Co (Stow-on-the-Wold County 
Court 

Mertens vy Home Freeholds Co 
Whitham & Butterworth v Lindley (Kingston County Court) 
Charles Wade & Cold v LL & N W Ry Co (Birmingham County Court) 
Champion V Burrow ; 
S & W Berisford ld v Pearson & Rutter ld 
Burns v Miller, Rayner & Haysom Id (City of London Court) 
Luxton v Lucas (Southend County Court) 
Wagner v Mayor, &c, of West Ham (Bow ounty Court) 


County 


M’Creagh v Snow (Andover County Court) 
Keen vy Andrews (City of London Court) 
Coles v Ruth (Whitchurch County Court) 
Badcock, Bishop & Co Id v Tinlings Id 


Lower v Starbuck-Pring 

Winkworth v White (Chertsey County Court) 

Same v Dennis (Chertsey County Court) 

Owners of s.s. F A Tamplin v The Admiralty 

Hillier v Tottenham U DC (Edmonton & Wood Green County Court) 

Fox v Zelinsky (Southend County Court) 

BriJliant Sign Co (1907) ld v London Chocolate Co Id 
Court) 

Peizer vy Becker Whitechapel County Court 

Becker, Shillan & Co v Barry Bros 

Hayward v Hartell (Wolverhampton County Court 

Drukker v Davis (Marylebone County Court) 

few v Newman (Croydon County Court) 

furner v Farquharson (Bloomsburv County Court) 

R W .t Sutherland & Co v Hannevig Bros ld 

John A R MacDonald & Co v J P Miller & Co 

Sunderiand District Electric Tramways ld v Hawdon & ant 
land County Court) 

Smith v Burrup, Mathieson & Sprague ld 

MeKerrow, & Co ld v Payne & Routh 

Sunderland District Electric Tramways Id v 
(Sunderland County Court) 

Harrison v Wells (Dorking County Court) 

Rutzou v Sheed, Thompson & Co ld 

Israels (London) ld v Finniscliffe Products Co ld 

Crossley vy Winter (Lancashire County Court) 

McKerrow Bros ld v British Glacé Kid Tanners Assoc Id 

Abrahams v Cohen (Whitechapel County Court) 

Corbett & ors v Corbett (Wolverhampton County Court) 

Collis v Flower & anr (Greenwich County Court) 

(Thorne County Court) 

Platt v Pugh (West London County Court) 

Youroveta Home, &c. Co v Coopman 

Isaacs vy C& HJ Tyler (Shoreditch County Court) 

Tavlor v Plenmeller Collieries (Haltwhistle County Court) 

Whipples ld v Wright & Cold (Lincoln County Court) 

Fletcher vy Key (Ludlow County Court) 

Proops v Chaplin & Co (London, Mayor's Court) 

Associated Rubber Manufacturers v Clarke, Richards & Co 
bury County Court) 

J A Gerber v F R Gerber 

Wiggins v Stratton (Windsor County Court) 

Timber & General Mutual Accident Insce Assoc v Costin 

Svinska Stinkols Aktiebolaget Carl Schlyter vy Eleazer Clark Nortland 
Navigation Co & anr 


(Bow County Court 


(Bow County 
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Marryat & Place v Pritchard 

C R Syder & Co ld v A Turner & Co 

Florey v Lock, Spier & Co (City of London Court) 
Redman v Martin (Bromley County Court) 

Hurst v Shillitoe 

Pearmine & Co v Liley (Greenwich County Court) 
Sutton v Mitchell (Dartford County Court) 


























ws Harris v Zembler (Whitechapel County Court) 
Murray v Dalton 
ne Moriarty v Regent's Park Garages, &e Co (Clerkenwell County Court) 
gz Peizer v Becker (Whitechapel County Court) 
Atlantic Works Co ld v A Logan & Sons 
Forbes v H J McCarthy ld (Simpson, Clmt) 
Sunner v Wiles (Brighton County Court) 
Moore v Wood (Hanley & Stoke-on-Trent County Court) 
Prescott v Victors Id 
First Nat Reinsce Co ld v Greenfield (City of London Court) 
Sinson v Churnin 
oe Smith v Margolin (Wandsworth County Court) 
Societa Esportazieni Importazioni Rappusintanze v Schen 
Rush v Hiseocks (Marylebone County Court) 
— Pullan v Butterfield (Leeds County Court) 
Cooper v Whitcombe (Birmingham County Court) 
West v Roberts (City of London Court) 
Stanbury v Proctor (Birmingham County Court 
Coleman v Lyons (Kingston County Court 
Smith v Meggeson & Co Id 
Allen v Jones & anr (Liangefin, Holyhead & Menai Bridge County 
Court) 
Waller & Son ld v Thomas (Halifax County Court) 
Ellis v Knowles (Croydon County Court) 
Lipton v Powell & anr (Mansfield County Court) 
Chiverton v Eve {Southampton County Court) 
J M'Creagh v Beeson (Andover County Court) 
Wingett v Gill (Wrexham County Court) 
Linnell y Oxley (Nottingham County Court) 
Wellesley v White (Basingstoke County Court) 
4) Dandridge v Luke (Wright, Clmt) 
SpecraL Paper 
Nicholson i& Sons and Daniels v Anglo-Columbian Produce Co Id f 


b W Moore & Co ld Vv Landauer & Co 
Same v Same (motion) 
Japv Fréres v Sutherland & Co 
Spiller’s Milling & Associated Industries ld vy Pavne & Routh 
Nordisk Oversoisk Handelsselskab v Ericksen & Christenson 
Owners of Vessel ‘“‘ Ada’’ v Ministry of Munitions 
Imperial Tramways Co ld v Middlesbrough, &c Corpn 
+ Huni & Wormser ld v ED Sassoon & Co 
Revenue Parer 
English Information 
) Attorney-Gen and Digby Sayer 
CASES STATED 
y The Plymouth Mutual Co-operative & Industrial Soc ld and The Commrs 
of Inland Revenue 
G R Stenson (Sarvevor of Taxes) and The Bosch Mayneto Co ld 
The Commrs of Inland Revenue and John Sansom 
Mark Bromet and James Reith (Survevor of Taxes) 
C H Rand (Surveyor of Taxes) and Alberne Land Co 
D Lowthian & W Sandford and J Gregory (Inspector of Taxes) 
D Lowthian & W Sandford and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
H G Alexander, J G Duplessis and Lady K F M Morant, Trustees of 
John Morant (Minor) and T H Butcher (Survevor of Taxes) 
Nevile, Reid & Co ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
J P Hall & Cold and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 


1894 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, de 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec 


Deatu Dvrres 
Matter of Arthur George Earl of Wilton, dee 
APPPALS AND Mortons In Bankruptcy 


Petitions uNpeR Finance Act, 


In the 


Appeals from County Courts to be heard by a Divisional Court sitting 


| income for life. 





in Bankruptcy, Pending 2nd October, 1920 

In re A Debtor (No 19 of 1915) Expte The Debtor v The Petitioning 

Creditor & The Official Receiver 

In re A Debtor (No 5 of 1920) 

Creditor & The Official Receiver 

In re A Debtor (No 19 of 1920) 
Creditor 


Expte The Debtor v Petitioning 


Expte The Debtor v The Judgment | 


Motions in Bankruptcy for hearing before the Judge. Pending 
2nd October, 1920 

InreS H Lavey Expte Cohen & Cohen (pt hd from July 27, 1920) 

In re V A Wild (described in the Receiving Order as Augustus Dale) 
Expte F S Salaman, the Trustee v Alice Louisa Wild (pt hd) 

In re T H Shaw Expte The Official Receiver, Trustee y Oscar Rerrv 
and William Alban Richards : 

In re B A Austin (trading as A Austin & Co.) 
Trustee v Harold George Stimson 

In re F Johnston Expte Camille Detloff y Charles Herbert Bull. the 
Trustee 














Expte W F Harris, the | 























THE NEW POOR. 


The hardest hit class are the people whose income 
solely from What meant 
comfort in pre-war days now means a struggle to 
make ends meet. 


as derived Inrestment. 


Many have found a way out of the difficulty by exchang- 
ing investments which brought them poor return, for an 
Annuity which gives them a larger and a safer and fixed 
One man,a retired Solicitor, whose income 
became quite insufticient for his needs realised his former 
investments and purchased an Annuity from the Sun Life 
His 
age at the time of making the change was 69, and for each 
£1,000 he gets £133 7s. per annum. He is thoroughly 
content and now faces the heavy taxation and the increased 
cost of living with equanimity. 


of Canada, which more than doubled the old income. 


The Sun Life of Canada issue Annuities at all ages and 
for any to both They can 
cover single lives or the lives of two or three or indeed 
any number. 


amounts, men and women. 
There are also deferred Annuities where a 
man can forego immediate advantage from his capital, 
or the sake of a greatly increased return in the years 
when he is unable to earn his own living. 

The Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada was 
incorporated in 1865. Its record one of continual 
progress. In 1914 its assets were valued at over £13,000,000, 
to-day they reach a total of £23,000,000. 
have been made on a most 


18 


These valuations 
conservative basis. Being a 
Canadian Company its affairs come under stricter Govern- 
ment supervision than is exercised over any English 
Company ; the Canadian laws on Life Assurance are very 
much more stringent than those operating in the British 
Isles. This is all to the benefit of those who have dealings 
with the Sun Life of Canada. It eliminates risk, it gives 
the Policy. holders and _Annuitants what is practically a 


Government guarantee. 
Full details of very interesting and profitable methods of 
dealing with capital will be sent on application to :— 


J. F. Junkin (Manager), Sun Life of Canada, 
No. 119, Canada House, Norfolk Street, W.C. 2. 





Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—-Fripa Oct. 1 


Penry Moror Oo Lrp Ix Votunrany Lie@ripation Creditors ere required, on 
or ‘before Oct. 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or «launs, to Charles James Hampton, 36, Lancaster-st Birmin 
ham, ligulater 

lone & ALLEN, Lap. Oreditore are required, on or before Nov. 3, to send in their 
names and addresees, ~ith partioulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Len 
ton Peck, Iddesieigh-house, Caxton-st., Weatmineter, liquidator 

4. M. MacCattom, Lrp-+—‘Oreditors are required, on or before Nov. 10, to send 
n their names and addreases, with particulars of their debte or claims, to A. W 
Hellis, 14, Nicholas-lane, liquidator 

Mera Weintne Co., Lap. Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 16, to send 
their names and addresere, and the particulars of their debts or alaime, to 
Ernest Turner, South-parade, Rochdale, | ruidator 

R. Bet. & Sons, Lap.-Oreditors are required, on or before Oct. 31, to send their 
names and acklresses, and the part f their debte or claime, to Samuel 
Hatton, Cheadle Hulme, liquidator 

London Garett rvespar, Oot. 5 

ALEXAnDRI«s Propece A&A Exrorr (Co Ltp Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov. 30, to send their memes and addresses. and the part lare of their debts 

aime » William Henry Winfield and Oharles Herbert Sims, |, 


or Craigs-et., 
joint 


liquidators. 
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Porr A\nrhur ONTARIO ’ . LTD 4'recliters ary wf ed ( merle Jecopy, (tama Atexawnpns, Leicester Nov 19 Harding & Barnett Leicester 
Nov. 2. to eend their +s " d ses, and the part ; . 7 R JONES faomas Francis. Ca Curmarthen Oct. BD. Aeron Thomas & ({ 
or claims, to War k We t New @ t ! or wae 

Herron Park, 4 r “ ’ ‘ ‘ 4 t a thet to Wit , ‘ field, Beerhouse Keeper Nov. 6 Rodyers & ¢ 


Ss sean 


J 
names end “ ' dle lyts orgs 

Sinand Bled deah ; nial ; Min vu Gardens, Richmond. Nov. 1 rT. W. Hell & 8 
INDtUsTHIAL Rrconst s re re " «| r ‘ r , rl est So 

to send their naw Te fel renee rt f the deht " lone (uy Minster-<o1 as 3 Elkin, Henriques & Harford, 3, Salter 
William Herbert 4 trey \~e ‘ Inn-fields t H-ot., Cannon-st 
Worpstry Votror Ro . bos . <a ‘ Jory t ooDyY PHoMes VANSITTART, Neweastle-upon-Tyne Nov. 236 Charles Shortt 
poet ‘ ' =e . : ‘ ’ t* Newonstle-upon 

y wel say p , - , at . 3 send ' OLDATER ciics, West Didsbur t. 3. John Henry Lea. Manchester 

mon , . Me ich Wenlock, Salop, Farm Labourer Nov. 1b. Merey, Hemin 
biackaves Motor } Vern ; } t ‘ ‘ fore s, Bewdk 

Nov. 20, to een ' , t t ‘ f eir delts Wox ri IssshL, Hov Nov. 5. Trotter, Goodhall & Patteson, 64, Victoria-« 
sad ime te Nat \ At : datat xe Maroarer Lovisa, New Milton, Hants Nov. 5 Theodore Goddard & ( 
Hours Baxe Hise WM t . . r quired ' ' wf at t ! jeant nt Tectrrple 

ind thle meme 6 utd smal ¢ art f their te or < i Cant Avoust, Herne Hill. Nov. 10. H. H. Wells & Sons, 17, Paternoster 

Cont > row 

HOLSON, ANNK, Lees, near Oldham Nov. 5 towntree & Ritson, Oldham 
ver, THomss, Heaton Park, Manchester. Oct. 20. Brett, Hamilton & Tarlx 


Manchester 


Creditors’ Notices. ew a lefield Green, Surrey. Oct. 25. Cecil F. J. Jennings, 27, Wa 


Preston, Freasces Margarer Anne, Hayes, Kent. Nov. 1 Ashuret, Morris, Crisp & 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. Co. Mi, Th nay 





row me 
Grorar, Hockle Heath, Warwick. Oct. ®. Rowley, Chatwin & Emerson 
IM Hing Ham 


ist Day or ¢ 
Lt, Kowarp Witstam, York, Tobacco Merchant. Nov. 12. Holthy & Procter 
ork 

t, Emity Heres, Cheshunt Nov. 2. Tolhursts & Cozens, Southend-on-Sea 
Lovisa Harrier, Fordingbridge, Hants. Oet. 29. Bridges, Sawtell & Co 


Red Lien 


jazette.—k 
ALoocK, James AvorsTus 3 Varriott Lo eon & t J . a } 
hill, Clapham Jur ut 
AncHrR, JOUN EDWARD, - 
ARNOULD, OLEMANT Epoar it rr te \ \ ter \ -) i . 
1, New-ot., Ons t neol ' var iiitam THomas, Great Grimsby, Labourer. Nov. 12. Richard Mason 
jouxn Horatio Gre y : 
SHAPLAND » Oct. 29. Harold G. Stimson, Salisbury Hous: 
ne 
1111m Thomas Beprorp, Lymington, Hants. Nov. 13. Edward H. Bone 
Epwanps ‘ \ , ¢ t «+t 3! +? : A scOurnen th 
Watt t Vhhot rary r Ricnanrn, Bloomsbury-se W. Biddle, Thorne, Welsford & Gait 
EpmMoxpson, it cle rine ree ‘ 
Sin bie true H Witttam Hens in uch Farmer. Oct. 15. Reynolds & Son 
hnerk, Jousw Thoma ’ 
Feibusch, Wolverhampton 
n Nov. 1 Huntingdon & Leaf, 


Frewisos james ot 
Southampt 

G tees Journ Hy 
South & 

Goon Fanny t , Ont t , “ % 
X Olaviss ' THOMAS FLASHMAN \ te ecountant. Nov. 1. Forbes & MeLean 

Guitaues ) ‘ : Queen-st., Cle «le 

Nemwenat , ‘ rren, W im Henney, Birmingham, Manufacturer. Nov. 13. Sanders, Locker 

Birming han 
Col. Jomn Francis Mate, Tunbridge Wells. Nov. 8 O'Donoghue 
Briat 


(HAPLES vART hl , cicveter Nov. 1 Owen J. Tavlor 


Hats, Jaws \ 
HamMonxp, Moarmea 
H la 
Hanonvaves, Mas ‘ t. 28. Whit -s 
vat ' norale . 
Hanns, | oe — . 4 ps —a VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. —It is very essential that all 
Ine das Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
HArnineron, Kriz et. J P ent ' perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
arene HaSnsn, Cone, Sut  Maruay, Wetesias bin Int suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
Hitemcock, Sinan Bolen a mg. + aeadiions ; 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
Homxe, Ema, De 4 & Br I hattel guctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
HUNt La Wa ‘ . vd hd ' brine y be Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
‘ . . . . 7 
Inviwe, Cmanuse. 1 ae , ’ iiteais purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, a 


et., Strand speciality 














B e tLAD ‘ ‘ ™m t |} Etirs, Georar Rosenr, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet 
k ~ t ‘ Sept. 24. Ord. Sept. 24. 
an ruoptcv Notices. { R I VALTEI . ! ! vate || Ewes, Bertie Owen, Lowestoft, Picture Frame Maker, 
Tersmay. Sent. 28 fepaire : i , “= . = Great Yarmouth. Pet. Sept. 23. Ord. Sept. 23 


l lon Gazette 
Frarureey, Srpney, Havant, Hants, Commercial Travel 
‘ p ler. Portsmouth. Pet. 7ept. 2. Ord. Sept. B 
Cuito Tames Bla vale . we Hiaaerp, Artacr Pact, Southampten, Hants, Motor 
ivne let 1 2 ‘ Engineer Southampton. Pet. Aug. 3 Ord 
Curisry, Mircer. Chelr « f r ten 23 


ADJUDICATIONS 
ALexanper, Tomas Henny, Kir 
Merchant Wakef ‘ 
Axpersow Herarer 8 
Works Labour ‘ ; : P 
Sent 22 July 2. Ord. Sey z Epear, Aberford, Boiler Fireman. Harrogaté 
Asu Groros E.. Lee, Coa } t ' . . ovl THOMAS NL ‘ Sept. 22. Ord. Sept. 22 
r. Wind ae Linackr, Atrrep, Liverpool, Carting Agent. Liverpool 


Wake 


Sept. 2. Ord, Sept. = 
Bannon, Leste Georar t t , rt vies. Davin, W worth-rd ” Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Sept. 24. 
Sept. 25, Ord, Sept. B 1 . Ord. Sey 





THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE CO., LTD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


ee 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cla for Inserti in Leases and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. Licensed Paeaier sstiied by ‘ene. will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBAN KMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 



































APPOINTMENTS AND HONOURS. oe 

Acton, Edward—Judge, King’s Bench Division, 606 

Biron. H. Chartres—Chief Magistrate of the Metropolitan 
Police Courts, 451 a 

Bodkin, Sir A. H.—Director of Public Prosecutions, 704 

Bosanquet, S. R. C.—Recorder of Ludlow, 41 

Campion, B.—Bencher, Gray's Inn, 622 

Cassell, K.C., Felix—Baronet, 182 

Chitty, Sir T. Willes—Senior Master of the Supreme Court, 349 

Clarke, Percival—Senior Treasury Counsel, 760 

Doherty, K.C., the Hon. C. J.—Privy Councillor, 182 

Duke, the Rt. Hon. Lord Justice—President of the Probat« 
&c., Division, 41 

Greaves, Lord W.—Bencher, Gray's Inn, 622 | 

Keogh, G. D.—Bencher, Gray's Inn, 622 

Knox, K.C., Mr. Adrian—Chief Justice of the Commonwealth | 
of Australia, 41 

Lawrence, K.C., R. B.—Bencher of Lincoln's Inn, 58 

Logan, E. R.—Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Gold | 
Coast Colony, 536 

Marchant, J. R. V.—County Courts Judge, 750 


Ricketts, G. W.—Master of the Bench, Inner Temple, 521 
Roberts, A. Rhys—Official Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 121 
Rose-Innes, Sir Patrick—County Court Judge, 606 
Russell, K.C., the Hon. Frank—Judge. 
Sharpe, Montagu—Treasurer of Gray’s Inn, 106 
P Smith, Harold—Bencher, Gray’s Inn, 622 
Spence, W. M.—Bencher, Lincoln's Inn, 674 
Sterndale, the Rt. Hon. Lord—Master of the Rolls, 41 
Swift, K.C., Rigby—Judge, King’s Bench Division, 606 
Walker, T. H.—Master of the Bench, Inner Temple, 521 
Wilson, W. Courthope—Bencher, Gray’s Inn, 622 
Wiltshire, F. H. C.—Town Clerk of Birmingham, 41 
Younger, Mr. Justice—Lord Justice of Appeal and Privy 
Councillor, 41 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
Biographical Coincidence, A, 98 
Edinburgh Reviewer on the League, An, 529 


Expenses of Production of Deeds, 290, 306, 322, 340, 356 
Fees of Commissioners of Oaths, 757 
Finance Act, 1920; 757 
Frauds by Advertisement, 757 | 
Heddon v. Evans, 113 ' 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 


1920 ; 666, 683, 697, 713, 757, 766, 774, 781 
Lady Clerks and Divorce Proceedings, 666 
“* Language of Old Form Books, The,’’ 175 
Law of Property Bill, 697 
Law Society's Provincia] Meeting, 757 
Legal Advisers at Courts Martial, 131 
Matrimonial Causes (Dominion Troops) Act, 1919; 113 
Mortgages Created by Term of Years, 239 
National Federation of Law Clerks, 274 
Nursery Gardens and the Rent Restriction Act, 774. 781 
Position of Lawyers’ Clerks, 51, 66, 82 
Remuneration of Solicitors’ Clerks, The, 206, 290 
Rent Restriction Act, December, 1919 - 223 
Rent, &c., Restriction Bill, 600 
Solicitors’ Negotiating Fees, 98 
Solicitors’ Remuneration, 206, 222, 239, 255, 274, 339 
Some Minor Suggestions, 98 ; 
Statement of Rates Act, 1919: 146, 239 


GENERAL INDEX. 





Termination of War, 163 


For Classified Artieles, see Appointments ; Correspondence ; Current Topics ; Leading Articles ; 
Miscellaneous; New Orders; Obituary; Reviews ; Societies, 





'CURRENT TOPICS. 


Abandonment of Criminal Appeals, 610 
Action against the Government or State, 251 
Additional Judges of the King’s Bench Division, 580 
Admissibility of Confe ssilons, The, 647 
Advice of Law Officers, The, 169 
Air Policies, The Construction of, 271 
Alibis and Platoons, 62 

(lternative Accommodation,’ 440 

\lternative Accommodation under the Rent 

Act, 334 
Amalgamation of the Lord Mayor's Court and the City of 
London Court, 609 

({merlment of the Perpetuities Bill, 596 
‘*‘ American Commonwealth,’’ Lord Bryce's, 631 
American Constitutional Theories, 564 
American Presidents and the American Constitution, 580 
American Senate, The, 647 
Amritsar and the Indemnity Bill, 472 
Arrest of a Daughter, 15 
‘* Arrogatio’’ in Practice, 14 
Audience of Counsel and Solicitors, 186 
Avoidance of Taxation, The, 27 
Avoues and Avocats, 511 


Bar Council's Recommendations for Demobilised Barristers 


Restrictions 


Bar and Public Service, The, 186 

Barges as Stores, 662 

tarristers and Solicitors, 157, 186 

Bastardy Bill, The, 492 

sills of Exchange Act, Suggested Amendment of, 303 
Birkenhead’s Early Career, Lord, 771 
Bolland, Mr., on the Year Books, 563 

Bonus Shares Capital or Income? Are, 472 
Bonus Shares and the Super-Tax, 472 

sreach of Promise, 110 

srougham’s Chancellorship, 234 

suckmaster’s Argument, Lord, 110 

Building Society Mortgages, 473 

Burden of Heavy Rgting, The, 788 

Case Stated on an Indictable Offence, 441 
Cassel’s Baronetcy, Sir Felix, 185 

Causa Proxima in Marine Risks, 734 

City Literary Institute, 764 

Clearing Office for Austria, 721 

Clifford’s Inn, 754, 763 P 

College of Advocates, 511 

Yollection of Enemy Debts, 30 

Collusion in Divorce, 457 

Commencement of Acts of Parliament, 127 
Communications to the Judge, 473 

Companies Registered, New, 203 

Company Registrations, 710 

Competing Jurisdictions, 62 

Compulsory Registration, 317 

Concerning Solicitors, 772 

‘*Concurrent Power,’’ 492 

Condition in Will Requiring ‘‘ Residence,’’ 527 
Conspiracy to Procure Divorce, 79 
Constitutional Currents in the Empire, 369 
Constitutional Law of the Empire, 335 
Constitutional Theories of General Smuts, 564 
Consultative Committees, 420 

Contracts and the War, 30 

Conveyancing, 779 

Conveyancing in the New France, 158 
Coroners and Anesthetics, 94 
Corroboration in Bastardy, 527 
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Current Topies (continued). 
County Court Appeals, 110 

County Court Jurisdiction, 110 

County Court Judges, 93 

County Court Reports, 609 

Counsel in Industrial Courts, 61 

(‘ounsel’s Fees, 186 

(‘ourts Martial, 109 

Cozens-Hardy, Lord, 595 

( nants in Leases and the Housing Shortage, 511 
‘ enant to Maintain Theatre Prices, 31 
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